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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1 -22 are pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 08/04/04 was filed before the 
mailing date of the any final Office action. The submission is in compliance with the provisions 
of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by the 
examiner. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 7 and 10 are objected to because of the following informality: 

Claim 7 is recites "documents" then later recites "the document". The Examiner 
has interpreted this variation to be one and same. 

Claim 10 recitation of the acronym "XML" should be spelled out in first usage. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 5 -10, 14, 18 and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 5 recites the limitations "the identified elements" and "the data file". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claims 6, 14, 18 and 22 recites the limitation "the configuration file". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 
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Claim 7 recites the limitation "the modifiable configuration file". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims not specifically identified are rejected by virtue of dependency. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 7-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 7-14 recite computer readable means as software only which is not within any of 
the four statutory categories of inventions, (see Specification, paragraph [0041]) 

Claims 15-18 recite a computer program product which fails to be structurally and 
functionally interconnected with the software in such a manner to, in and of itself, enable any 
usefulness to be realized (see Specification, paragraph [0009] and claims 19-22). 

Claims 19-22 recite "a computer data signal embodied in a carrier wave" which is not 
within any of the four statutory categories of invention. 

Claims not specifically identified are rejected by virtue of dependency. 

7. To expedite a complete examination of the application, the claims rejected under 35 
USC 101 above are further rejected as forth below in anticipation of applicant's amending these 
claims to place them within the four statutory categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 
2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

8. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Baber et 
al in US Patent No. 7171691 (hereinafter Baber). 

For claim 1 and similar claims 7, 11, 15 and 19, Baber discloses: 
A method for protecting a computing device from potentially harmful code in a 
document, the method comprising: (see column 2, lines 16-21: monitor content... modify 
malicious content... making "safe" content available) 

providing one or more definitions of potentially harmful active content in an 
editable text file; (see column 2, lines 28-30: one or more patterns identifying malicious 
content...; column 2, lines 37-47: privacy policy resolution processor...) 

comparing the document with each definition of potentially harmful active 
content in the editable text file to identify potentially harmful active content within the 
document; (see column 2, lines 57-59: content in document... located as violating privacy 
policy...; column 5, lines 8-10 policy and document compared. ..;column 5, lines 29-34: 
matching patterns... )and 

modifying the document to render harmless any identified potentially harmful 
active content before presenting the document to the computing device (see Abstract: content 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,944 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2132 

sanitization processor; column 2, liens 30-35 and 53-55: annotation processor.. .annotate 
portions to normalized document. 

For claim 2 and similar claims 8, 12, 16 and 20, Baber discloses: 
The method of claim 1 , further comprising syntactically examining the document and placing the 
document in a valid form before comparing the document with each definition, (see column 2, 
liens 26-27:: transcoding engine; column 3, lines 55-59: formats; column 3, line 67-column 4, 
line 1 : input parsed to detect virus...) 

For claim 3 and similar claims 13,17 and 21, Baber discloses: 
The method of claim 1 , further comprising transmitting the modified document to the computing 
device over a network after the potentially harmful active content is rendered harmless, (see 
column 2, lines 16-22: sanitize malicious content... make available instead of blocking; column 
4, lines 28-31: document harmless before forwarded to intended recipient...) 

For claim 4 and similar claims 5 and 9 Baber discloses: 
The method of claim 3, wherein each definition is listed in the text file in a same language 
structure and schema as the document, (see column 4, lines 26-30: by example formatted 
patterns used to locate virulent patterns in document) 

For claim 6 and similar claims 14, 18 and 22, Baber discloses: 
The method of claim 1 , further comprising representing the document as a first document object 
model (DOM) tree and the configuration file as a second DOM tree, (see column 4, lines 25-30: 
parsed and formed...) 

For claim 10 Baber discloses: 
The system of claim 7, wherein the configuration file is an XML file, (see column 1, lines 26-39; 
column 4, lines 17-21) 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Greene et al in US Patent No. 7263561 disclose systems and methods for making 
electronic files that have been converted to a safe format available for viewing by an intended 
recipient. Togawa in US Patent No. 6240530 discloses a virus extermination method, 
information processing apparatus and computer-readable recording medium with virus 
extermination program recorded thereon. Kim et al. in US Patent No. 6701440 discloses a 
method and system for protecting a computer using a remote email scanning device. Chen et al. 
in US Patent No. 5832208 discloses and anti-virus agent for use with databases and mail 
servers. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to LAUREL LASHLEY whose telephone number is (571)272-0693. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, alt Fridays btw 7:30 am & 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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